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Sir: 

In response to the Office Action dated September 24, 2003, Applicants respectfully request 
favorable reconsideration in view of the following remarks. Claims 16-18 and 25 are pending. 

Claims 16, 17 and 25 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Cockburn (GB 2298368) 
in view of Saito et al. (JP 63-207546). Claim 18 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over 
Cockburn and Saito et al. as applied to Claim 16 and further in view of Chaplik (U.S. Patent No. 
2,802,310). These rejections are respectfully traversed for at least the reasons set forth below. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Cockburn, the primary reference, is not a prior art 
reference to Applicants' claimed invention. As a UK patent application, Cockburn's reference date 
is September 4, 1996, its date of publication. However, Applicants claim priority to Irish 
Application No. 960427, filed June 10, 1996. 
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The Irish priority application (IE 960427) supports the invention recited in the claims, in 
particular at page 12, lines 1-25 and Figures 9-12. A copy of the priority application is attached. 

The Cockburn reference date of September 4, 1996 is after Applicants' priority date of June 
1 0, 1 996. Therefore, Cockburn is not a prior art reference to the claimed invention, and in particular 
to pending Claims 16-18 and 25 . Accordingly, a prima facie case of obviousness has not been made. 
Withdrawal of the rejection of the claims under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) is respectfully requested. 

For at least the reasons set forth above, it is respectfully submitted that the above-identified 
application is in condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and prompt allowance of the 
claims are respectfully requested. 

Should the Examiner believe that anything further is desirable in order to place the 
application in even better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact Applicants' 
undersigned attorney at the telephone number listed below. 



Respectfully submitted, 



CAESAR, RIVISE, BERNSTEIN, 
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Michael J/Cornelison 
Registration No. 40,395 
Customer No. 03000 
(215) 567-2010 
Attorneys for Applicants 
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